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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

This is not a bad paper but it is not properly written 

in the form of an academic paper. There needs to be 

some effort to set the work in the context of existing 

literature, with a conceptual framework that 

highlights a gap in knowledge that the paper will 

hope to fill. 

 

 

 

As a technical report, the paper seems fine but as an 

academic paper, currently, it is deficient. 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your insightful comments and 
suggestions. 
We have consulted several articles published in the 
journal and tried to adopt a more appropriate form 
for the paper. We have revised the abstract and the 
introduction and also restructured the methodology 
section to provide more contextualization. We have 
also added to the discussion of the results and the 
conclusion to address your suggestions in terms of 
revision. 
 
We hope that the modifications and revisions made 
the style and content of the paper more academic.  
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